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DETAILED ACTION 



Claims 3 and 6 have been canceled. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Leone, Sr. 

With respect to claim 1 , Leone, Sr. show an agricultural system comprising a motorcycle 
drive unit (engine, unnumbered; output shaft, not shown; col. 3, line 19; sprocket, unnumbered, 
col. 3, line 19; drive chain 14) and a tool assembly 16, wherein a rear wheel of the motorcycle 
drive unit (engine, unnumbered; output shaft, not shown; col. 3, line 19; sprocket, unnumbered, 
col. 3, line 19; drive chain 14) is removed (col. 3, line 24) and the motorcycle drive unit (engine, 
unnumbered; output shaft, not shown; col. 3, line 19; sprocket, unnumbered, col. 3, line 19; drive 
chain 14) is attached to the tool assembly 16 and wherein the tool assembly 16 is removable 
from the motorcylcle drive unit (engine, unnumbered; output shaft, not shown; col. 3, line 19; 
sprocket, unnumbered, col. 3, line 19; drive chain 14) for re-attachment of the rear wheel to the 
motorcycle drive unit (engine, unnumbered; output shaft, not shown; col. 3, line 19; sprocket, 
unnumbered, col. 3, line 19; drive chain 14). The recitation "capable for use in farming" in the 
last line of claim 1 is functional and has not been given weight. 

As to claim 21, it is considered that the tool assembly 16, being a dynamometer, would 
inherently provide resistance and would therefore inherently function as a "braking" system. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 



Claims 1, 5 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Miyakoshi in view of Leone, Sr. 

With respect to claim 1, Miyakoshi shows an agricultural system (col. 9, lines 46-49) 
comprising: 

a motorcycle drive unit 10 (Fig. 2) and a tool assembly 460 (Figs. 13 and 14); a rear 
wheel 2. The motorcylcle drive unit 10 (Fig. 2) is attached to the tool assembly 460 (Fig. 13 and 
14) and the tool assembly 460 (Figs. 13 and 14) is removable from the motorcycle drive unit 10 
(Fig. 2), the agricultural system (col. 9, lines 46-49) capable for use in farming. 

As to claim 5, the tool assembly 460 (Figs. 13 and 14) further comprises a multi-purpose 
tool bar le,lf,lg for securing at least one of a cultivator, a seed drill, and a sprayer kit (note col. 
9, lines 46-48). 

With respect to claim 7, the tool assembly 460 (Figs. 13 and 14) further comprises a lifting 
mechanism 473,473a (Fig. 13; note col. 10, line 43 regarding "lift arms 473"). 

Regarding claim 1, while Miyakoshi shows a rear wheel 2, Miyakoshi fails to explicitly 
show a rear wheel that is removed from the drive unit. 

Leone, Sr. disclose that the "rear wheel of the motorcycle is removed" in col. 3, line 24. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have made the rear wheel 2 removable from the motorcycle drive unit 10 (Fig. 2) to 
allow for repairs or to allow for connection of the drive unit 10 to a dynamometer. 

In any event, the removal of a rear wheel from a motor vehicle is notoriously old in the art 
for the reason noted. 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Miyakoshi in view 
of Leone, Sr. as applied to claims 1, 5 and 7 above, and further in view of Hebert. 

Miyakoshi shows the agricultural system as noted. The tool assembly further comprises a 
structural chassis 1 suitable for attachment of farm implements (460 or note col. 9, lines 46-49). 

Claim 2 distinguishes over Miyakoshi in requiring the structural chassis to be adapted to 
be mounted on an axle having first and second ends, and in requiring the structural chassis to be 
at least partially supported on first and second wheels coupled to the first and second ends of the 
axle. 

Hebert shows an axle 12 (Fig. 2) or 23 (Fig. 5) having first and second ends 
(unnumbered), the structural chassis at least partially supported on first and second wheels 2?-, 
unnumbered (Fig. 2) and B l y B L (Fig. 5) at ends of an axle 12 (Fig. 2) or 23 (Fig. 5), respectively. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinay skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have disposed the wheels (unnumbered) in Fig. 10 of Miyakoshi at opposite ends of an 
axle as shown in Hebert for operational simplicity and greater structural integrity and greater 
stability than would be present if the wheel were to be mounted directly to the chassis 1. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Miyakoshi in view 
of Leone, Sr., Bobard and Hebert. 
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With respect to claim 8, Miyakoshi shows an agricultural system (col. 9, lines 46-49) for use 
in farming comprising: 

a motorcycle drive unit 10 (Fig. 2); a rear wheel 2. 

a tool assembly 460 (Figs. 13 and 14) attached to the motorcycle drive unit 10 (Fig. 2); 
the tool assembly 460 (Figs. 13 and 14) comprising a structural chassis 1; 
a first wheel (unnumbered; Fig. 10); 
a second wheel (unnumbered; Fig. 10); 

a transmission unit 12 (Fig. 3) comprising a differential gear box 16 (Fig. 3) disposed 
between said first and second wheels; 

a multi-purpose tool bar le,lf >lg for at least one of a cultivator, a seed drill, and a sprayer 
kit (col. 9, lines 46-49) mounted on the structural chassis 1. 

Miyakoshi appears to show a braking system (unnumbered; levers adjacent 22 in 
Fig. 1) indirectly connected to at least one of the first or second wheels. 

Miyakoshi also shows a lifting mechanism 473,473a (Fig. 13); note col. 10, line 
43 regarding "lift arms 473". 

Regarding claim 8, while Miyakoshi shows a rear wheel 2, Miyakoshi fails to explicitly 
show a rear wheel that is removed from the drive unit. 

Leone, Sr. disclose that the "rear wheel of the motorcycle is removed" in col. 3, line 24. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have made the rear wheel 2 removable from the motorcycle drive unit 10 (Fig. 2) to 
allow for repairs or to allow for connection of the drive unit 10 to a dynamometer. 
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In any event, the removal of a rear wheel from a motor vehicle is notoriously old in 
the art for the reason noted. 

Regarding claim 8, while Miyakoshi shows the tool assembly 460 (Figs. 13 and 
14) that appears to comprise a braking system (unnumbered; lever adjacent 22 in Fig. 1), 
Miyakoshi fails to explicity show a braking system. 

Bobard shows a motorcycle (Figs. 1 and 2) and discloses a "brake disc 25" in col. 3, line 

27. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have utilized a braking system as disclosed in Bobard in the 
vehicle of Miyakoshi (which fails to explicitly disclose a braking system but appears to 
show a braking system as noted) to a allow an operator to stop the vehicle. In any event, 
the use of a braking system on a motor vehicle is notoriously old in the art for the 
reason noted. 

While Miyakoshi implies that an axle is present for first and second wheels 
(unnumbered in Fig. 10), Miyakoshi fails to explicitly show an axle. Therefore, the 
claims distinguish over Miyakoshi in requiring the first and second wheels to be 
disposed at first and second ends, respectively of an axle. 

/ 3 1 

Hebert shows first and second wheels unnumbered (Fig. 2) and B~,B~ (Fig. 5) 
at ends of an axle 12 (Fig. 2) or 23 (Fig. 5), respectively. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinay skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have disposed the wheels (unnumbered) in Fig. 10 of Miyakoshi at opposite ends of an 
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axle as shown in Hebert for operational simplicity and greater structural integrity and greater 
stability than would be present if the wheel were to be mounted directly to the chassis 1 . 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Miyakoshi in 
view of Leone, Sr. as applied to claims 1-5 and 7 above, and further in view of Bobard. 
Miyakoshi shows the system as noted. 

Regarding claim 21, while Miyakoshi shows the tool assembly 460 (Figs. 13 and 
14) that appears to comprise a braking system (unnumbered; lever adjacent 22 in Fig. 1), 
Miyakoshi fails to explicity show a braking system. 

Bobard shows a motorcycle (Figs. 1 and 2) and discloses a "brake disc 25" in col. 3, line 27. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have utilized a braking system as disclosed in Bobard in the vehicle of 
Miyakoshi (which fails to explicitly disclose a braking system but appears to show a 
braking system as noted) to a allow an operator to stop the vehicle. In any event, the use 
of a braking system on a motor vehicle is notoriously old in the art for the reason noted. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 4 and 18-20 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 
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Response to Arguments 



Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. The claims 
do not require the tool assembly to be attached in place of the rear wheel. The claims merely 
allow for the rear wheel to be removed and for a tool assembly to be attached. The tool assembly 
does not have to be attached in the same place as where the rear wheel previously was, nor do the 
claims preclude a rear wheel being attached simultaneously with a tool assembly and with one or 
the other being removed or removable. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christopher J. Novosad whose telephone number is 703-308- 
2246. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 5:30am-4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas Will can be reached at 703-308-3870. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free)^ 
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